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veyors would require right-of-way access, although they could possibly
share right-of-way with existing infrastructure and require less need for
additional land.

The following paragraphs summarize some of the inland terminal op-
erators who noted that some or all of the alternatives presented were very
effective in reducing their congestion and land use problems.

Case 1: Charleston, West Virginia

The terminal operator in Charleston, who noted a particularly signifi-
cant land use impediment problem, believes that barges and conveyors
offered very effective solutions to the terminal congestion and land use
problems confronting the terminal.

Case 2: St. Louis, Missouri

Two terminal operators in St. Louis identified some of the proposed land
use opportunities as being very effective in reducing problems. One oper-
ator, who currently uses barges in his terminal operations, believes that
conveyor use would be very effective in reducing congestion. A second
terminal operator also thinks that barges would reduce congestion and
land use problems in the terminal area.

Summary

The inland terminal operator survey shows that the land use problems
presented can be mitigated by the consideration of alternative access
systems that do not depend on street or railway rights-of-way. As such,
these choices may reduce the demand for land for access problems or
reduce congestion on available rights-of-way. All three options received
support as very effective methods of reducing land use problems in termi-
nal areas.

REGULATORY ISSUES

The IRPT/PNWA survey of inland bulk terminal operators explored two
types of regulatory impediment that could harm landside access improve-
ment projects. The survey asked ports whether their communities had
restrictions in place or proposed that would limit truck or rail opera-
tions. These restrictions could stem from either noise or air-quality
considerations.